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following concurrent resolution, which
was referred to the Committee on
Health, Education, Labor, and Pen-
sions:

S. CoN. RES. 33

Whereas school music programs enhance
intellectual development and enrich the aca-
demic environment for students of all ages;

Whereas students who participate in school
music programs are less likely to be involved
with drugs, gangs, or alcohol, and have bet-
ter attendance in school;

Whereas the skills gained through sequen-
tial music instruction, including discipline
and the ability to analyze, solve problems,
communicate, and work cooperatively, are
vital for success in the 21st century work-
place;

Whereas the majority of students attend-
ing public schools in inner city neighbor-
hoods have virtually no access to music edu-
cation, which places them at a disadvantage
compared to their peers in other commu-
nities;

Whereas the arts are a core academic sub-
ject, and music is an essential element of the
arts; and

Whereas every student in the TUnited
States should have an opportunity to reap
the benefits of music education: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That it is the sense
of Congress that music education grounded
in rigorous instruction is an important com-
ponent of a well-rounded academic cur-
riculum and should be available to every stu-
dent in every school in the United States.

———

AMENDMENTS SUBMITTED AND
PROPOSED

SA 1045. Mr. REID (for Mr. OBAMA) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by Mr. REID to the bill S. 1082, to
amend the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic
Act to reauthorize and amend the prescrip-
tion drug user fee provisions, and for other
purposes; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1046. Ms. STABENOW (for herself, Mr.
KoHL, Mr. HATCH, and Mr. COBURN) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by her to the bill S. 1082, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1047. Mr. ROBERTS (for himself, Mr.
HARKIN, Mr. BURR, and Mr. COBURN) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 1082, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1048. Ms. SNOWE submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by her to the
bill S. 1082, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1049. Mr. ENZI (for himself and Mr.
KENNEDY) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 1082,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1050. Mr. ENZI (for himself and Mr.
KENNEDY) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 1082,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1051. Mr. STEVENS (for himself and
Ms. MURKOWSKI) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
1082, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1052. Mr. CORKER submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1082, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1053. Mr. ENZI (for himself, Mr. KEN-
NEDY, Mr. DobpD, and Mrs. CLINTON) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill S. 1082, supra; which
was ordered to lie on the table.
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SA 1054. Mr. FEINGOLD submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1082, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1055. Mr. LEVIN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1082, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1056. Mr. REED (for himself and Mr.
ISAKSON) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 1082,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

SA 1057. Mr. GREGG submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to the
bill S. 1082, supra; which was ordered to lie
on the table.

SA 1058. Mr. DEMINT (for himself, Mr.
COBURN, and Mr. MARTINEZ) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by him
to the bill S. 1082, supra; which was ordered
to lie on the table.

SA 1059. Mr. SESSIONS (for himself, Mrs.
LINCOLN, Mr. COCHRAN, Mr. PRYOR, Mr. LOTT,
and Mr. SHELBY) submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to the bill S.
1082, supra; which was ordered to lie on the
table.

SA 1060. Mr. HATCH (for himself and Mr.
KENNEDY) submitted an amendment intended
to be proposed by him to the bill S. 1082,
supra; which was ordered to lie on the table.

————
TEXT OF AMENDMENTS

SA 1045. Mr. REID (for Mr. OBAMA)
submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by Mr. Reid to the bill S.
1082, to amend the Federal Food, Drug,
and Cosmetic Act to reauthorize and
amend the prescription drug user fee
provisions, and for other purposes;
which was ordered to lie on the table;
as follows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:

SEC. . IMPROVING GENETIC TEST SAFETY
AND QUALITY.

Not later than 30 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Secretary shall
enter into a contract with the Institute of
Medicine to conduct a study to assess the
overall safety and quality of genetic tests
and prepare a report that includes rec-
ommendations to improve Federal oversight
and regulation of genetic tests. Such study
shall take into consideration relevant re-
ports by the Secretary’s Advisory Com-
mittee on Genetic Testing and other groups
and shall be completed not later than 1 year
after the date on which the Secretary en-
tered into such contract.

SA 1046. Ms. STABENOW (for herself,
Mr. KOHL, Mr. HATCH, and Mr. COBURN)
submitted an amendment intended to
be proposed by her to the bill S. 1082, to
amend the Federal Food, Drug, and
Cosmetic Act to reauthorize and amend
the prescription drug user fee provi-
sions, and for other purposes; which
was ordered to lie on the table; as fol-
lows:

At the appropriate place, insert the fol-
lowing:
SEC. . CITIZENS PETITIONS AND PETITIONS

FOR STAY OF AGENCY ACTION.

Section 505 of the Federal Food, Drug, and
Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 355), as amended by
this Act, is amended by adding at the end
the following:

‘(s) CITIZEN PETITIONS AND PETITIONS FOR
STAY OF AGENCY ACTION.—

(1) IN GENERAL.—

“(A) NO DELAY OF CONSIDERATION OR AP-
PROVAL.—
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‘(i) IN GENERAL.—With respect to a pend-
ing application submitted under subsection
(b)(2) or (j), if a petition is submitted to the
Secretary that seeks to have the Secretary
take, or refrain from taking, any form of ac-
tion relating to the approval of the applica-
tion, including a delay in the effective date
of the application, clauses (ii) and (iii) shall
apply.

‘(i) NO DELAY OF CONSIDERATION OR AP-
PROVAL.—Except as provided in clause (iii),
the receipt and consideration of a petition
described in clause (i) shall not delay consid-
eration or approval of an application sub-
mitted under subsection (b)(2) or (j).

“(iii) NO DELAY OF APPROVAL WITHOUT DE-
TERMINATION.—The Secretary shall not delay
approval of an application submitted under
subsection (b)(2) or (j) while a petition de-
scribed in clause (i) is reviewed and consid-
ered unless the Secretary determines, not
later than 25 business days after the submis-
sion of the petition, that a delay is necessary
to protect the public health.

‘(B) DETERMINATION OF DELAY.—With re-
spect to a determination by the Secretary
under subparagraph (A)(iii) that a delay is
necessary to protect the public health the
following shall apply:

‘(i) Not later than 5 days after making
such determination, the Secretary shall pub-
lish on the Internet website of the Food and
Drug Administration a detailed statement
providing the reasons underlying the deter-
mination. The detailed statement shall in-
clude a summary of the petition and com-
ments and supplements, the specific sub-
stantive issues that the petition raises which
need to be considered prior to approving a
pending application submitted under sub-
section (b)(2) or (j), and any clarifications
and additional data that is needed by the
Secretary to promptly review the petition.

‘“(ii) Not later than 10 days after making
such determination, the Secretary shall pro-
vide notice to the sponsor of the pending ap-
plication submitted under subsection (b)(2)
or (j) and provide an opportunity for a meet-
ing with appropriate staff as determined by
the Commissioner to discuss the determina-
tion.

¢“(2) TIMING OF FINAL AGENCY ACTION ON PE-
TITIONS.—

‘““(A) IN GENERAL.—Notwithstanding a de-
termination made by the Secretary under
paragraph (1)(A)(ii), the Secretary shall
take final agency action with respect to a
petition not later than 180 days of submis-
sion of that petition unless the Secretary de-
termines, prior to the date that is 180 days
after the date of submission of the petition,
that a delay is necessary to protect the pub-
lic health.

‘(B) DETERMINATION OF DELAY.—With re-
spect to a determination by the Secretary
under subparagraph (A) that a delay is nec-
essary to protect the public health the fol-
lowing shall apply:

‘(i) Not later than 5 days after making the
determination under subparagraph (A), the
Secretary shall publish on the Internet
website of the Food and Drug Administra-
tion a detailed statement providing the rea-
sons underlying the determination. The de-
tailed statement should include the state of
the review of the petition, the specific out-
standing issues that still need to be resolved,
a proposed timeframe to resolve the issues,
and any additional information that has
been requested by the Secretary of the peti-
tioner or needed by the Secretary in order to
resolve the petition and not further delay an
application filed under subsection (b)(2) or
-

‘‘(ii) Not later than 10 days after making
the determination under subparagraph (A),
the Secretary shall provide notice to the
sponsor of the pending application submitted
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